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. Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )[3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 25 March 2005 . 
2a)S This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quay/e, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-24 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) E3 Claim(s) 8-15 is/are allowed. 

6) E3 Claim(s) 1-7 and 16-24 is/are rejected. 

7) Q Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)Q Some * c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . Applicant's arguments regarding the support for claims 8-1 5 are persuasive. 
Consequently, rejection of claims 8-15 under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph is 
withdrawn. 

2. Applicant's explanations and amendment regarding claims 8-15 are 
acknowledged. Consequently, rejection of claims 8-18 under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second 
paragraph is withdrawn. 

3. Regarding claim 16, applicant alleges that the "list of content files" refers to 
identifiers of the content files and not to a collection of the files themselves. In response, 
applicant seems to argue limitations not reflected in the claim language. Claim 16 does 
not require any identifier. Therefore, rejection of claims 16-18 under 35 U.S.C. 112, 
second paragraph is maintained. 

4. Claim 22 has been returned to its original format. Therefore, rejection to claim 22 
under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph is withdrawn. 

5. Applicant's arguments regarding Rose and Lamkin references of record have 
been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 
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Regarding claims 1-7, applicant argues that Rose does not teach pre-selection of 
content to download on the media player. In response, this limitation is not reflected in 
the claim language. Claim 1 merely requires "a content database for storing the at least 
one organizational task to be executed upon connection of the media player to a 
content source". The claimed organizational task is broad enough to read on the task of 
check in, check out of the multimedia asset management program 22 stored at the 
client 16 in the system of Rose (see Figure 1, column 1, line 63- column 2, line 34). 

Applicant further argues that Rose does not teach a database for storing task 
that is separate from the content source. In response, this limitation is not reflected in 
the claim language. Furthermore, Rose clearly shows a database for storing software, 
data used by the client and copies of selected multimedia from the server that is 
separate from the server which is the content source (see column 3, lines 29-49). 

Applicant argues that as a result of the claim language in claim 1 , content is pre- 
selected for download for example. In response, claims are entitled to their broadest 
reasonable interpretation. Claim 1 broadly interpreted does not require pre-selection nor 
downloading pre-selected content. 

Regarding claims 1 9-21 , 23, 24, applicant seems to argue the order of the 
operations claimed. However, claim 19 does not specifically recite any order. Again, 
claims are entitled to their broadest reasonable interpretation. Thus claim 19 is broad 
enough to read on the teachings of Lamkin. 

Applicant presents no further arguments. For all the reasons stated above, 
rejection of claims 1-7, 19-22 is maintained using the references of record. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

6. Claims 16-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. It is not understood how the selection of content files 
after being added to the database within the player does not exist on the player as 
recited in claim 16. 

Art rejection is applied to claims 16-18 as best understood in light of the rejection 
under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph discussed above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

7. Claims 1-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Rose et 
al (US 5,752,244) of record. 

Regarding claim 1 , Rose discloses the claimed media player including a storage 
to store content files (see the abstract), a user interface allowing a user to make content 
selections (see Figure 5), a content database to manage relationships between content 
selections and the content files (see item 21 in Figure 4), a processor to perform at least 
one organization task on at least one of the content files based upon the content 
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selection (see column 25, lines 6-47). The claimed content database merely stores at 
least one organizational task to be executed upon connection of the player to a content 
source. The media player of Rose clearly includes such a database since it executes an 
organization task upon connection of the player to a content source (see check-in, 
column 1, line 62- column 2, line 5). 

Regarding claims 2, 3, Rose discloses that the content files are music files and 
video files (see the abstract). 

Regarding claim 4, Roses discloses a user interface including a display and 
control buttons (see Figure 5). 

Regarding claim 5, Rose discloses a user interface comprising a display and 
alphanumeric keypad when Rose shows that the client computer is a personal computer 
with Window operating system (see column 25, lines 26-32). 

Regarding claim 6, Rose discloses sorting the content files when Rose shows 
that the projects are indexed in the project table 80 (see column 7, lines 1-3). . 

Regarding claim 7, Roses discloses searching the content files (see 
Browser/Search in Figure 4). 

8. Claims 16-21, 23, 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Lamkin et al (US 20040220926) of record. 

Regarding claim 19, Lamkin discloses all the claimed subject matter (see Figure 
17, 0027-0028, 0121, 0462), including "receive a user input... content files" (0027), "add 
the selection of content files to a list of content files on a database within the machine" 
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(a collection is created in Lamkin, thus the content files requested have to be added to a 
list of content files on a database within the machine), "connect the machine" (player) 
"to a source of content" (offsite content source 2106) and "execute predefined rules to 
perform at least one operation on content files associated with the selection of content 
files after connection to the source of content" (download only entities that meet a set of 
criteria). 

Regarding claim 20, Lamkin discloses wherein the code when executed causes 
the machine to add content files to the media player (downloading, 0027). 

Regarding claim 21, Lamkin discloses wherein the code when executed causes 
the machine to delete at least one content file on the media player (0037). 

Regarding claim 23, Lamkin discloses wherein the code when executed causes 
the machine to transfer content to fill play lists (downloading 0027). 

Regarding claim 24, Lamkin discloses wherein the code when executed causes 
the machine to transfer content across play lists (0271 ). 

Claims 16, 17, 18 substantially recite the limitations of claims 19, 23, 24 in form 
of method, thus are rejected for the same reasons stated in claims 19, 23, 24 above. 

9. Claim 22 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Lamkin et al 
(US 20040220926) of record, further in view of Rose et al (US 5,752,244) of record. 

Claim 22 merely reads on the fact that content file is returned to content source 
and a deleted content file can no longer be transferred to the content source. Although 
Lamkin does not specifically show these features, Rose shows that it is well known in 
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the art to check-in content file (see column 1 , line 63- column 2, line 34). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include the claimed 
features in order to return unwanted content files and save memory. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

10. Claims 8-15 are allowed. 

The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: the prior art of record does not disclose or make obvious selecting content files 
by accessing a database within the media player, the database provides a list of content 
files that do not exist on the media player, connecting the media player to a source of 
content for performing at least one operation on the content files, including all the 
limitations of claim 8. 

Conclusion 

1 1 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Chasen et al (US 6,760,721) teach a system and method for managing 
metadata. 

Kaplan et al (US 2002/0180803) teach managing multimedia content. 

12. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

1 3. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Uyen T. Le whose telephone number is 571-272-4021 . 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:00-5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Safet Metjahic can be reached on 571-272-4023. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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14. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

13 June 2005 
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